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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-33 are pending in the application. 

2. Claims 1-33 have been rejected. 

Specification 

3. Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single paragraph on a 
separate sheet within the range of 50 to 150 words. It is important that the abstract not exceed 
150 words in length since the space provided for the abstract on the computer tape used by the 
printer is limited. The form and legal phraseology often used in patent claims, such as "means" 
and "said," should be avoided. The abstract should describe the disclosure sufficiently to assist 
readers in deciding whether there is a need for consulting the full patent text for details. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information given in the 
title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as, "The disclosure concerns," 
"The disclosure defined by this invention," "The disclosure describes," etc. 

The abstract exceeds the 150-word limit. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 

basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed m the United 
States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application by another who 
has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this title before the invention 
thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act of 1999 
(AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical Amendments Act of 2002 
do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting directly or indirectly from an 
international application filed before November 29, 2000. Therefore, the prior art date of the 



Application/Control Number: 09/881,868 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2131 

reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AIPA 
35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

4. Claims 1-8 and 21-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Wan 
U.S. Patent No. 6,680,920 Bl. 

As to claims 1 and 21, Wan discloses a method comprising: 

storing a first unique identifier within a wireless communication device 
(WCD); 

receiving a second unique identifier for a subscriber identity module 
(SIM) coupled to the WCD upon supplying power to the SIM; and 
controlling access to the SIM based on the first unique identifier and the 
second unique identifier [column 13 line 58 to column 14 line 43]. 
As to claims 2, 8 and 26, Wan discloses controlling access to the SIM includes restarting 
a security authorization process [column 15, lines 19-36]. 

As to claims 3, 10 and 22, Wan discloses controlling access comprises: 

comparing the first unique identifier and the second unique identifier, and 
permitting access to the SIM when the first unique identifier equals the 
second unique identifier [column 15, lines 46-58]. 
As to claims 4 and 23, Wan discloses storing the first unique identifier comprises storing 
the first unique identifier when power is initially supplied to the WCD [column 15, lines 59-67]. 

As to claims 5 and 24, Wan discloses receiving the first unique identifier from a first SIM 
coupled to the WCD when power is supplied to the WCD [column 15, lines 59-67]. 
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As to claims 6, 16, 20, 25 and 29, Wan discloses that the first and second unique 
identifiers comprise Integrated Circuit Card Identifiers (ICCIDs) [column 17, lines 6-27]. 
As to claim 7, Wan discloses a method comprising: 

reading a first unique identifier from a subscriber identity module (SIM) coupled 
to a wireless communication device (WCD) when power is supplied to the WCD; 
storing the first unique identifier within a computer-readable medium within the 
WCD; 

terminating power to the SIM during a power management cycle, 

receiving a second unique identifier from the SN upon re-supplying power to the 

SIM during the power management cycle, and 

controlling access to the SIM based on the first unique identifier and the second 

unique identifier [column 17, lines 28-63]. 
As to claim 11, Wan discloses that controlling access further includes declaring the SIM 
card changed when the first unique identifier does not equal the second unique identifier [column 
18, lines 35-53]. 

As to claims 12 and 33, Wan suggests that the SIM includes an interface circuit that 
interfaces with the WCD, and terminating power to the SIM includes terminating power to the 
interface circuit [column 19, lines 45-59]. 

As to claim 13, Wan suggests storing the first unique identifier comprises storing the 
unique identifier in random access memory (RAM) within a modem within the WCD [column 7, 
lines 51-61]. 
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As to claim 14, Wan discloses displaying a status of the SIM to a user based on the first 
and second unique identifiers [column 19, lines 23-44]. 

As to claims 15 and 31, Wan discloses controlling access to the SIM comprises 
terminating power to the SIM when the first unique identifier does not equal the second unique 
identifier [column 19, lines 45-59]. 

As to claim 17, Wan discloses controlling access to the SIM comprises: 

continuing the power management cycle by maintaining power to the SIM when 
the first unique identifier equals the second unique identifier; and 
aborting the power-up process when the first unique identifier does not equal the 
second unique identifier [column 22, lines 18-51]. 
As to claim 18, Wan discloses that terminating power to the SIM comprises terminating 
power to the SIM in response to a power down command and based on a result from a voting 
process [column 21, lines 21-36]. 

As to claim 19, Wan discloses that terminating power to the SIM comprises terminating 
power to the SIM when no request is pending for service by the SIM and no software module 
running on the WCD requests maintenance of power to the SIM [column 24, lines 57-67]. 

As to claim 27, Wan discloses a wireless communication device (WCD) comprising: 

a memory to store a first unique identifier when power is initially applied to the 
WCD; and 

a processor to receive a second unique identifier for a subscriber identity module 
(SIM) coupled to the WCD upon re-supplying power to the SIM during a power 
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management cycle, and to control access to the SIM based on the first unique 
identifier and the second unique identifier [column 17, lines 28-63]. 
As to claim 28, Wan discloses that the processor permits access to the SIM when the first 
unique identifier equals the second unique identifier [column 15, lines 46-58], 

As to claim 30, Wan discloses that the processor controls access to the SIM when the first 
unique identifier does not equal the second unique identifier [column 15, lines 46-58]. 

As to claim 32, Wan discloses that the processor restarts a security authorization process 
when the first unique identifier does not equal the second unique identifier, as discussed above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wan U.S. Patent 
No. 6,680,920 Bl as applied to claim 7 above, and further in view of Musoll U.S. Patent No. 
6,282,614 Bl. 

As to claim 9, Wan does not teach that restarting a security authorization process includes 
invalidating an access code cache. 

Musoll teaches restarting a security authorization process includes invalidating an access 
code cache [column 5, lines 28-67]. 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified Wan so that the security authorization process 
would have included invalidating an access code cache. 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified Wan by the teaching of Musoll because by invalidating an 
access code cache, it helps lower power consumption [column 2, lines 33-42]. 



examiner should be directed to Aravind K Moorthy whose telephone number is 703-305-1373. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 8:00-5:30. 



supervisor, Ayaz R Sheikh can be reached on 703-305-9648. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
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system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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